
Bedtore the Board of Zoning Adjustment, D, C. 

PUBLIC HEJ'.RING---February 17, 1965 

Appeal #8065 Edward and Evelyn I?. A i k m a n ,  appellants. 

The Zoning Administrator Distr ic t  of Columbia, appellee. 

On motion duly made, seconded and carried with Mr .  Clouser dissenting the 
followhg Order was entered on February 17, 1965: 

ORDERED: 

That the appeal f o r  a variance from the  s ide yard requirements of the 
R-1-B Dis t r ic t  t o  permit erection of one and two story additions t o  the rear  of 
the dwelling a t  4945 Brandpine Street ,  NOW., l o t s  20 and 21, square W8, 
be granted, 

From the records and the  evidence adduced a t  the hearing, the Board f i d s  
the following facts: 

(1) Appellant's l o t s  have a frontage of 4D f e e t  on Brandywine Street  and 
depths of l19.15 and 163.2 feet. The lots contain an area of 554l.9 square fee t  
of land which i s  improved with a detached dwelling with a four foot s ide yard 
on the  west side and 11.67 fee t  on the  eas t  side of the lo ts ,  

(2) Appellant proposes t o  erect  h i s  addition i n  l ine  with the d s t i n g  
house. The additions will provide a family room, powder roan and a dinet te  
on the f i r s t  f loor  and a master bedroom and bath on the  second floor, 

(3) The erections of theseddi t ions  w i l l  not over occupy the l o t  area nor 
over occupy the rear  yard. 

(4) There was no objection t o  the granting of this appeal registered a t  the 
public hearing. 

OPINION: 

We are  of the opinion tha t  appellant has proven a hardship within the 
meaning of Section 8207,ll of the Zoning Regulations and t h a t  a denial of t h i s  
appeal w i l l  r e su l t  i n  peculiar and exceptional pract ical  d i f f i cu l t i e s  t o  o r  ex- 
ceptional and undue hardship upon the owner, We are fur ther  o f t h e  opinion 
tha t  t h i s  re l ie f  can be granted without substantial  detriment t o  the public 
good and without substant ial ly  impairing the  intent,  punose, and in tegr i ty  
of the zone plan a s  embodied in the zoning regulations and map, 

We are  fur ther  of the  opinion t h a t  the addition i s  so located as  not t o  
affect  adversely conditions of Ught  and a i r  t o  adjoining property. 

The Board i n  t h i s  instance did not require the se t t ing  i n  t o  provide a 
min imtm 5 foot side yard under old regulations or an 8 foot  side yard ufder 
existing regulations as  the  arrangerent of the rooms i s  such tha t  it would 
involve considerable a l te ra t ions  within the  building. 


